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Pleasant  Plains,  III.,  April  20,  1874. 
From  sometime,  I  believe,  in  1870,  there  has  been  a  constant  and 
continued  effort  upon  the  part  of  the  Hon.  W.  H.  Herndon,  of  Spring- 
field, Illinois,  to  convince  and  prove  to  the  world  that  Abraham  Lincoln 
lived  and  died  an  infidel.  He  has  succeeded,  as  I  suppose,  in  proving 
that  proposition  to  his  own  entire  satisfaction,  and  probably  to  the 
satisfaction  of  some  others.  The  last  effort  I  have  noticed  upon  the 
subject  was  Herndon 's  reply  to  the  Rev.  J.  A.  Reed,  in  a  lecture  de- 
livered in  the  Court  House  in  Springfield,  some  months  ago,  A  few 
days  after  that  lecture  was  delivered,  I  was  urgently  requested  by  a 
prominent  minister  of  the  gospel  and  friend  of  Lincoln's  (and  also 
a  lady  friend  now  residing  in  Kansas)  to  review  that  speech.  I  prom- 
ised each  of  those  persons  I  would  do  so  at  the  proper  time.  That 
time  has  now  arrived,  and  I  propose  noticing  a  few  points  in  the 
address  of  Mr.  Herndon,  also  a  point  or  two  in  his  Abbott  letter,  and 
I  think  I  will  be  able  to  show  that  Mr.  Herndon,  himself,  never  knew 
or  understood  really  what  the  faith  or 

religious  belief  of  LINCOLN 

was.  I  wish  it  now  and  here  understood  that  Mr.  Herndon 's  candor  or 
veracity  I  do  not  call  in  question,  nor  will  I  designedly  say  anything  to 
offend  him.     He  and  I  have  been  for  twenty-five  years  good  personal 


friends,  and  I  hope  that  friendship  may  continue.  Mr.  Herndon  has  a 
right  to  prove  Mr.  Lincoln  an  infidel  if  he  can.  I  claim  the  same  right 
to  prove  that 

LINCOLN  WAS  NOT  AN  INFIDEL 

if  I  can.  If  Mr.  Lincoln  was  an  infidel,  as  Herndon  says,  it  is  proper 
for  the  world  to  know  it.  If  he  was  not  an  infidel,  the  charge  is  wrong 
and  a  slander,  for  infidelity  in  the  nineteenth  century  is  no  honor  to 
any  man,  dead  or  alive. 

Mr.  Herndon,  in  his  speech,  uses  this  language :  ' '  One  side  of  this 
question  can  be  proved.  It  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  Lincoln  once 
was  an  infidel ;  that  he  wrote  a  small  book,  or  essay,  or  pamphlet 
against  Christianity,  and  that  he  (Lincoln)  continued  an  unbeliever 
until  late  in  life. ' '  Herndon  further  says :  "  It  is  a  rule  of  law,  as  well 
as  a  rule  of  common  sense,  that  when  a  certain  state  or  condition  of 
affairs  is  once  proved  to  exist,  the  presumption  is,  that  it  still  exists 
until  the  contrary  is  proved;  this  rule  to  have  full  force  until  the 
contrary  is  proved. ' '  Now  I  stand  by  that  proposition  as  a  true  one. 
Will  Mr.  Herndon  do  so  ?    But 

HE  IS  "WOFULLY   MISTAKEN 

in  his  statement  that  "all  admit  that  Lincoln  was  once  an  infidel." 
I  have  never  yet  heard  one  single  man  express  the  belief  that  Lincoln 
was  an  infidel,  either  early  or  later  in  life,  while  I  am  confident  I  have 
heard  one  hundred  different  persons  express  astonishment  at  Mr. 
Herndon  writing  and  publishing  Lincoln  to  the  world  an  infidel.  Mr. 
Herndon,  it  is  true,  did  have  opportunities  and  advantages  over  others 
in  knowing  Mr.  Lincoln 's  religious  opinions.  But  other  men  had  some 
opportunities  as  well  as  Mr.  Herndon,  and  to  them  I  shall  have  to 
appeal,  for  I  do  not  claim  to  personally  know  anything  about  Mr. 
Lincoln 's  religious  faith.  Though  personally  acquainted  with  Lincoln 
for  twenty-five  years,  and  often  in  his  office,  I  never  heard  him  say  a 
word  on  the  subject  of  Christianity  or  religious  belief.  Hence,  my  own 
opinion  of  Lincoln's  faith  or  belief  is  based  on  the  testimony  of  those 
who  do  know,  who  had  it 

FROM  LINCOLN  HIMSELF  ; 

and  I  bislievp  them,  for  the  weight  of  testimony  is  certainly  against 
Mr.  Herndon.    The  Scriptures  of  Truth  lay  it  down  as  a  Divine  rule. 


that  the  evidence  of  two  or  three  witnesses  is  better  than  one.  Common 
law  lays  down  the  same  rule,  borrowed  from  Divine  authority,  and  our 
courts  are  governed  by  it  in  their  decisions. 

Mr.  Hemdon,  in  his 

REPLY  TO  MR.  REED, 

says  "  he  is  talking  to  establish  the  truth  of  a  controversy  between  those 
who  hold  that  Lincoln  was  a  disbeliever,  and  those  who  hold  that  he 
died  a  Christian  (a  believer  in  Christ,)  "  and  then  says:  "If  I  fail  to 
establish  my  point,  it  will  be  because  of  the  manner  and  method  of 
presenting  the  facts. ' '  I  have  read  that  lecture  carefully  over,  and  I 
fail  to  find  any  proof  of  Herndon's  proposition  that  Lincoln  ever  was 
an  infidel  or  an  unbeliever.    The  nearest  I  see  to  it,  is  the 

STATEMENT  OF  COL.  J.  H.  MATHENY. 

He  uses  this  language,  substantially :  ' '  Mr.  Lincoln 's  earlier  life 
is  his  whole  life  and  history  in  Illinois  up  to  the  time  he  left  for 
Washington  City.  He  (Lincoln)  was,  as  I  understand  it,  a  confirmed 
infidel. ' '  Now,  Matheny  fails  to  tell  us  how  he  got  that  understanding. 
Did  he  get  it  from  Lincoln  ?  He  don 't  say  so,  and  the  reason  he  don 't 
say  so,  doubtless  is,  he  got  it  from  some  other  source — probably  from 
Herndon.  But  clearly,  to  be  of  any  weight  as  evidence,  he  must  have 
that  understanding  from  Mr.  Lincoln  himself.  Mr.  Matheny  may 
have,  sometime  in  life,  heard  Lincoln  use  some  of  the 

ARGUMENTS  OF  TOM  PAINE, 

or  advance  infidel  ideas,  and  still  not  be  an  infidel.  I  have  heard  an 
official  member  of  the  Methodist  Church  in  this  town  advance  as  strong 
infidel  sentiments  as  Tom  Paine  ever  did,  and  you  would  insult  the 
man  to  say  he  was  an  infidel.  So  any  Christian  may  use  the  language 
or  advance  some  of  the  sentiments  of  Tom  Paine,  and  be  far  from  an 
infidel.  Lincoln  may  have  done  all  that,  and  still  not  be  an  infidel. 
I  do  not  believe  Mr.  Lincoln  ever  was  an  infidel,  and  I  can  truly  state 
and  say  just  what  Matheny  said,  I  understood  Lincoln  was  an  infidel, 
but  I  never  believed  the  statement  true.     Matheny  understood  it;  in 


other  words,  he  had  heard  it,  but  knew  nothing  about  the  facts  in  the 
case.    I  have  seen  Mr.  Matheny  since,  and  he  states  that  he 

NEVER  HAD  IT  FROM  LINCOLN 

that  he  was  an  infidel,  and  never  believed  it. 

If  Mr.  Herndon  is  in  possession  of  the  evidence,  in  writing  or 
otherwise,  to  prove  that  Lincoln  was  an  infidel,  either  earlier  or  later 
in  life,  he  ought  to  bring  forward  the  proof  to  sustain  his  proposition ; 
for  he  has  long  since  learned  that  the  statement  alone  fails  to  satisfy 
the  public  mind  that  Lincoln  ever  was  an  infidel.    Mr.  Herndon,  in  his 

ABBOTT  LETTER, 

truly  says  the  charge  of  infidelity  was  made  against  Mr.  Lincoln  when 
he  was  a  candidate  for  Congress  in  1846,  and  then  adds :  * '  Mr.  Lincoln 
did  not  deny  the  charge,  because  it  was  true. ' '  The  charge  of  infidelity 
was  made  against  Lincoln  at  that  time,  and  I  suppose  Lincoln  made  no 
public  denial  of  the  charge,  for  the  reason  that  the  canvass  was  being 
made  on  political  grounds,  and  not  religious  faith  or  belief.  This 
much  was  said  at  the  time,  as  I  well  remember  to  be  the  facts  in  the 
ease. 

About  the  time  of  building  the  flat-boat  on  the  Sangamon  'river 
in  1830,  when  Lincoln  was  quite  a  young  man,  a 

RELIGIOUS  CONTROVERSY 

was  the  topic  in  which  Lincoln  took  a  part;  and  in  the  argument, 
Lincoln  used  the  language  that,  according  to  the  history  of  the  case  in 
the  New  Testament,  Christ  was  a  bastard  and  his  mother  a  base  woman. 
This  he  may  have  used  at  the  time,  as  young  men  sometimes  do  use 
vain  language,  and  seventeen  years  afterward,  when  he  was  a  candidate 
for  Congress  against 

PETER  CARTWRIGHT, 

a  Methodist  preacher,  that  vain  remark  was  remembered,  and  Tom 
Paine  having  used  similar  language,  Lincoln  was  published  in  some  of 
the  papers  as  an  infidel.  The  above  was  the  explanation  published  at 
the  time,  and  the  charge  of  infidelity  did  no  harm.  Had  Lincoln  been 
known  as  an  infidel,  or  believed  to  be  one  at  that  time,  I  am  certain  he 
would  have  been  beaten  badly  by  Cartwright  in  the  canvass. 


Again,  Mr.  Herndou,  in  his  Abbott  letter  (I  believe  it  is),  says: 
*  *  It  is  not  to  be  found  in  print  that  Lincoln  ever  used  the  word  Christ. ' ' 
In  fact,  Hemdon  says,  "he  never  did  use  it,  only  to  deny  Christ  as 
the  Son  of  God. ' '  Now  that  statement  may  be  true,  that  he  did  not  use 
the  term  Christ ;  but  if  Mr.  Herndon  will  examine  the  speeches  of  the 
public  men  of  this  nation,  I  believe  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  Mr.  Lincoln 
used  and 

QUOTED  MORE  SCRIPTURE 

than  any  man  in  the  nation;  and  that  he  quoted  the  parables  and 
language  of  Christ  oftener  than  any  public  man  living.  Not  only  did 
Lincoln  quote  Scripture,  but  he  used  it  as  being  of  Divine  authority, 
and  applicable  to  the  affairs  of  earth.  Mr.  Hemdon  gives  us  to  under- 
stand that  Lincoln  did  not  believe  the  New  Testament  Scriptures  to 
be  any  more  inspired  than  Homer's  songs,  Milton's  Paradise  Lost  or 
Shakespeare.  If  Herndon  is  correct,  it  seems  strange  Lincoln  made 
no  use  of  those  books.  On  the  16th  of  June,  1858,  as  a  foundation  for 
an  argument,  he  used  the  language  of  Christ, 

*'a  house  divided  against  itself  cannot  stand," 
in  reply  to  Douglass.    In  the  same  campaign  he  four  times  used  the 
parables  of  Christ;  in  his  second  inaugural  address — "woe  unto  the 
world  because  of  its  offences" — Christ's  language,  again. 

But  I  need  not  multiply  quotations.  His  speeches,  proclamations 
and  messages  are  so  full  of  quotations  of  scripture,  always  the  lan- 
guage of  Christ  Himself,  that  if  an  angel  of  light  should  proclaim  it 
trump et-tongued  from  the  skies,  that  Lincoln  was  an  unbeliever  in 
Christ,  I  could  not  believe  it.  He  could  not  have  been  an  "infidel  with- 
out being  a  base  hypocrite;  and  I  don't  believe  a  more  honest  man 
lived  on  earth. 

the  evidence. 

Now  I  will  take  up  some  evidence  on  the  question  being  discussed. 
Mr.  Hemdon  has  said  that,  in  Lincoln 's  early  life,  he  wrote 

A  PAMPHLET, 

book  or  manuscript  against  Christianity.  I  propose  to  show  that  the 
manuscript  written  by  Lincoln  was 

IN  FAVOR  OF  CHRISTIANITY. 

To  do  so,  I  will  offer  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Graham,  who  knew 
Lincoln  when  he  was  a  boy  in  Kentucky,  with  whom  Lincoln  boarded 
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some  two  years;  and  if  any  man  on  earth  ought  to  know  Lincoln's 
religious  faith  or  belief,  that  man  is  Menter  Graham,  wlio  was  intimate 
with  Lincoln  from  the  time  he  came  to  Illinois  to  the  time  he  left  for 
"Washington  City.     I  will  give  the  letter  in  full : 

STATEMENT  OF  MR.  GRAHAM. 

Petersburg,  III.,  March  17,  1874. 
B.  F.  Irwin  : 

Sir:  In  reply  to  your  inquiries,  Abraham  Lincoln  was  living  at 
my  house  in  New  Salem,  going  to  school,  studying  English  grammar 
and  surveying,  in  the  year  1833.  One  morning  he  said  to  me: 
"Graham,  what  do  you  think  about  the  angel  of  the  Lord?"  I  re- 
plied :  "I  believe  the  Lord  never  was  angry  or  mad  and  never  would 
be ;  that  His  loving  kindness  endureth  forever ;  that  He  never  changes. ' ' 
Said  Lincoln :  "I  have  a  little  manuscript  written,  which  I  will  show 
you. ' '  and  stated  he  thought  of  having  it  published.  Offering  it  to  me, 
he  said  he  had  never  showed  it  to  any  one,  and  still  thought  of  having 
it  published.  The  size  of  the  manuscript  was  about  one-half  quire  of 
foolscap,  written  in  a  very  plain  hand,  on  the  subject  of  Christianity 
and  defense  of  universal  salvation.  The  conmiencement  of  it  was 
something  respecting  the  God  of  the  Universe  ever  being  excited,  mad 
or  angry.  I  had  the  manuscript  in  my  possession  some  week  or  ten 
days.  I  have  read  many  books  on  the  subject  of  theology,  and  I  don't 
think  in  point  of  perspicuity  and  plainness  of  reasoning,  I  ever  read 
one  to  surpass  it.  I  remember  well  his  argument.  He  took  the  pass- 
age, "As  in  Adam  all  die,  even  so  in  Christ  shall  all  be  made  alive," 
and  followed  up  with  the  proposition  that  whatever  the  breach  or  in- 
jury of  Adam's  transgression  to  the  human  race  was,  which  no  doubt 
was  very  great,  was  made  just  and  right  by  the  atonement  of  Christ. 
As  to  Major  Hill  burning  the  manuscript,  I  don't  believe  he  did,  nor 
do  I  think  he  would  have  done  such  a  thing.  About  the  burning  of 
a  paper  by  Hill,  I  have  some  recollection  of  his  snatching  a  letter  from 
Lincoln  and  putting  it  into  the  fire.  It  was  a  letter  written  by  Hill 
to  McNamer.  His  real  name  was  Neal.*  Some  of  the  school  children 
had  picked  up  the  letter,  and  handed  it  to  Lincoln.  Neal  and  Lincoln 
were  talking  about  it,  when  Hill  snatched  the  letter  from  Lincoln  and 
put  it  into  the  fire.  The  letter  was  respecting  a  young  lady.  Miss  Ann 
Rutleclge,  for  whom  all  three  of  these  gentlemen  seemed  to  have 
respect. 

Yours  truly, 

"Menter  Graham." 


*McNeal  was  the  assumed  name  and  McNamar  the  real  name.— H.  E.  B. 
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Now  the  next  point  I  wish  to  notice  is  Mr.  Herndon's  statement, 
in  his  Abbott  letter,  that  Lincoln,  when  candidate  for  Congress  in 
1847,  was  charged  with  being  an  infidel,  Herndon  says:  "He  did 
not  deny  the  charge,  because  it  was  true. "  As  I  before  stated,  I  admit 
the  charge  was  made,  and  I  think  at  the  time  there  was  no  public 
denial  by  Lincoln,  for  the  reason  that  the  canvass  was  made  on  politi- 
cal grounds,  and  not  religious  faith  or  belief.    Nevertheless, 

THE    CHARGE   WAS  DENIED, 

as  the  following  letter  will  show : 

STATEMENT  OF  THOMAS  MOSTILDER. 

Pleasant  Pi^ins,  III.,  April  28,  1874. 
B.  F,  Irwin  : 

Sir:  In  regard  to  your  inquiry,  just  received,  of  what  I  heard 
Lincoln  say  about  a  charge  of  infidelity  made  against  him  when  a  can- 
didate for  Congress  in  1847  or  '48,  it  was  this :  I  was  present  and 
heard  Josiah  Grady  ask  Lincoln  a  question  or  two  regarding  a  charge 
made  against  Lincoln  of  being  an  infidel,  and  Lincoln  unqualifiedly 
denied  the  charge  of  infidelity,  and  said,  in  addition,  his  parents  were 
Baptists,  and  brought  him  up  in  the  belief  of  the  Christian  religion : 
and  he  believed  in  the  Christian  religion  as  much  as  any  one,  but  was 
sorry  to  say  he  had  or  made  no  pretenses  to  religion  himself.  I  can 't 
give  his  exact  words,  but  would  make  oath  anywhere  that  he  positively 
denied  the  charge  made  against  him  of  infidelity.  That  was  the  first 
time  that  I  had  ever  heard  of  the  charge  of  infidelity  against  Lincoln. 
Grady  did  not  say  that  he  would  not  vote  for  Lincoln  if  he  was  an 
infidel ;  but  my  understanding  from  Grady  was,  that  he  would  not  vote 
for  Lincoln  if  he  was  an  infidel,  and  Grady  did,  as  I  suppose,  vote 
for  him.    I  understood  him  that  he  should. 

Respectfully, 

Thomas  Mostiller, 
Menard  County,  111. 

The  next  evidence  I  shall  offer,  is  that  of  Isaac  Cogdal,  an  intimate 
friend  of  Lincoln's  from  the  time  Lincoln  came  to  Salem,  Menard 
county,  to  the  time  he  left  for  Washington  City,  and  I  will  let  Cogdal 
speak  for  himself : 

statement  of  ISAAC   COGDAL. 

April  10th,  1874. 
B.  F.  Irwin: 

Yours  received,  makiiig  inquiries  about  what  I  heard  Lincoln  say 
about  his  religious  belief,  is  this,  as  near  as  I  can  tell  it  and  recollect : 


I  think  it  was  iu  1859,  I  was  in  Lincoln's  office  in  Springfield,  and 
I  had  a  curiosity  to  know  his  opinions  or  belief  religiously;  and  I 
called  on  him  for  his  faith  in  the  presence  of  W.  H,  Herndon.  At 
least  Herndon  was  in  the  office,  at  the  time.  Lincoln  expressed  him- 
self in  about  these  words:  He  did  not  nor  could  not  believe  in  the 
endless  punishment  of  any  one  of  the  human  race.  He  understood 
punishment  for  sin  to  be  a  Bible  doctrine;  that  the  punishment  was 
parental  in  its  object,  aim  and  design,  and  intended  for  the  good  of 
the  offender;  hence  it  must  cease  when  justice  is  satisfied.  He  added 
that  all  that  was  lost  by  the  transgression  of  Adam  was  made  good 
by  the  atonement;  all  that  was  lost  by  the  fall  was  made  good  by  the 
sacrifice.  And  he  added  this  remark,  that  punishment  being  a  "pro- 
vision of  the  gospel  system,  he  was  not  sure  but  the  world  would  be 
better  off  if  a  little  more  punishment  was  preached  by  our  ministers, 
and  not  so  much  pardon  for  sin."  I  then,  in  reply,  told  Mr.  Lincoln 
he  was  a  sound  Universalist,  and  would  advise  him  to  say  but  little 
about  his  belief,  as  it  was  an  unpopular  doctrine,  though  I  fully  agreed 
with  him  in  sentiment.  Lincoln  replied  that  he  never  took  any  part 
in  the  argument  or  discussion  of  theological  questions.  Much  more 
was  said,  but  the  above  are  the  ideas  as  advanced  by  Lincoln  there. 

Kespectfully  yours, 

Isaac  Cogdal. 

The  next  witness  I  shall  offer  on  the  subject  is  Jonathan  Harnett, 
of  Pleasant  Plains.  Mr.  Harnett  is  here.  I  shall  not  furnish  a  state- 
ment over  his  signature,  as  he  is  present  and  dictates  as  I  write. 

MR.  HARNETT  SAYS 

that  in  1858,  a  short  time  after  he  came  to  Illinois,  he  had  a  curiosity 
to  see  Lincoln,  and  went  into  his  office.  There  were  several  others 
in  there  that  he  did  not  know ;  that  religious  faith  seemed  to  be  the  sub- 
ject of  conversation.  After  some  time  was  spent  in  the  controversy,  it 
seemed  to  be  Lincoln's  time,  and  in  a  few  words  he  heard  Lincoln 
condense  into  a  small  space  greater  thoughts  and  larger  ideas,  and 
sounder  logic,  than  he  ever  heard  brought  into  so  small  space.  Lincoln, 
he  says,  covered  more  ground  in  a  few  words,  than  he  could  in  a  week, 
and  closed  up  with  the  restitution  of  all  things  to  God,  as  the  doctrine 
taught  in  the  scriptures;  and  if  any  one  was  left  in  doubt  in  regard 
to  his  belief  in  the  atonement  of  Christ  and  the  final  salvation  of  all 
men,  he  removed  those  doubts  in  a  few  questions  he  answered  and 
propounded  to  others.  After  expressing  himself,  some  one  or  two 
took  exceptions  to  his  position,  and  he  asked  a  few  questions  that  cor- 


nered  his  interrogators  and  left  no  room  to  doubt  or  question  his  sound- 
ness on  the  atonement  of  Christ,  and  salvation  finally  of  all  men.  He 
did  not  pretend  to  know  just  when  that  event  would  be  consummated, 
but  that  it  would  be  the  ultimate  result,  that  Christ-  must  reign 
supreme,  high  over  all,  the  Savior  of  all,  and  the  Supreme  Ruler,  he 
could  not  be  witli  one  out  of  the  fold ;  all  must  come  in,  was  his  under- 
standing of  the  doctrine  taught  in  the  Scriptures.  The  above  state- 
ment, since  writing  it  has  been  read  to  Mr.  Harnett,  and  endorsed  by 
him. 

The  next  evidence  I  shall  offer  is  Erasmus  Manford,  of  Chicago. 
About  1850,  he  had  a  debate  in  Springfield,  111.,  with  Mr.  Lewis.  In 
his  book,  '^Twenty-five  Years  in  the  West,"  page  219,  he  says:  "I 
remember  well  seeing  Mr.  Lincoln  then  punctually  every  day,  and 
every  night.  He  often  nodded  his  head  to  me  when  I  made  a  strong 
point."  Does  that  look  as  though  Lincoln  was  an  infidel?  Manford 
was  discussing  the  proposition  of  the  restitution  of  all  things  to  God 
which  is  manifested  in  Christ  Jesus  or  Lord.  Manford  gives  the 
quotation,  chapter  and  verse,  and  Lincoln  nods  assent  to  the  position. 
That  nodding  assent  to  the  restitution  agrees  precisely  with  Mr.  Har- 
nett's statement  of  Lincoln's  position  in  his  presence,  seven  or  eight 
years  afterward.  Everyone  understands  that  nodding  assent  to  the 
argument  of  a  speaker  is  an  endorsement  of  what  is  said,  and  about 
equivalent  to  speaking  it  yourself,  Manford  so  understood  it;  so 
anyone  would  understand  it. 

My  next  and  last  witness  is  W.  H.  Plerndon.  In  his  Abbott 
lecture  in  1870,  Herndon  says  that  Lincoln's  belief  was,  that 

ALL  WOULD  BE   SAVED, 

or  none.  That  remark  he  frequently  or  often  made ;  that  agrees  with 
Harnett 's  statement  that  he  believed  all  would  be  saved.  When  a  man 
believes  all  men  will  be  saved,  he  can  then  be  logical  and  say  all  will 
be  saved  or  none,  and  not  otherwise.  In  the  same  letter,  Mr.  Herndon 
says  Mr.  Lincoln  held  that  God  had  a  fixed  punishment  for  sin  and  nd 
means  could  bribe  him  to  remit  that  punishment.  That  evidence  agrees 
with  Cogdal  's  statement  that  sin  was  to  be  punished,  but  not  endlessly. 
Both  Herndon  and  Cogdal  agree  in  the  statement  that  Lincoln  believed 
that  if  our  ministers  would  preach  punishment  and  not  so  much  par- 
don, the  world  would  be  benefitted  by  it. 


I  am  now  throngli  with  the  evidence  I  shall  offer  at  this  time, 
though  I  could  add  the  evidence  of  a  dozen  more  to  the  same  purport, 
I  think  I  have  clearly  proved  that 

LINCOLN  WAS  A  UNIVERSALIST 

in  1833 ;  that  he  wrote  a  manuscript  on  that  subject  then ;  that  in 
1847  he 

DENIED  THE   CHARGE 

of  infidelity ;  that  in  1850-58-59  he  was  still  a  Universalist.  If  this  be 
true,  when  was  he  an  infidel  ?  But  to  get  a  clear  understanding  of  the 
case,  Universalism  and  infidelity  are  as  far  apart  as  the  poles.  Uni- 
versalism  maintains  that  there  is  one  God,  whose  nature  is  love  re- 
vealed in  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ.  This  Lincoln  certainly  believed. 
Infidelity  denies  it.  Universalism  maintains  that  Christ  was  the  Son 
of  God;  infidelity  denies  it.  Universalism  maintains  that  the  Old 
and  New  Testament  Scriptures  contains  a  record  of  God's  revelation 
to  man;  infidelity  denies  it,  and  says  the  New  Testament  is  no  more 
inspired  than  Homer's  Songs,  Milton's  Paradise  Lost,  or  Shakspeare. 
My  authority  for  the  infidel  view  is  W.  H.  Herndon,  in  his  lecture. 

Before  closing,  I  wish  it  distinctly  understood  that  if  I  could 
show  that 

LINCOLN  WAS  NOT  AN  INFIDEL, 

without  showing  him  a  Universalist,  I  would  do  so;  that  I  am  not 
trying  to  bolster  up  Universalism  on  Lincoln 's  faith,  as  I  do  not  claim 
to  be  a  Universalist  myself.  • 

There  are  many  points  in  Mr.  Herndon 's  lecture  and  letter  that 
I  might  notice,  but  as  I  am  only  trying  to  show  that 

HERNDON  IS  WRONG 

in  his  understanding  of  Lincoln's  religious  belief,  I  shall  not  notice 
them,  as  they  do  not  concern  me  or  the  question  in  dispute. 

Mr,  Herndon,  in  his  lecture  and  letter  both,  says  Mr.  Lincoln 
wrote  a  manuscript  against  Christianity.     Mr.  Graham, 

Lincoln's  teacher, 

at  the  time,  testifies  that  he  had  the  manuscript  in  his  possession  eight 
or  ten  days,  read  it  two  or  three  times  carefully,  and  it  was  in  favor 
of  Christianity  and  universal  salvation.     Mr.  Mostiller  says  Lincoln 
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flatly  denied  infidelity  in  1847,  and  he  would  swear  to  it.  Mr.  Harnett 
heard  Lincoln  on  the  atonement  in  1858.  Mr.  Cogdal  testifies  to  the 
same  in  1859.  The  character  of  all  these  men  for  truth  and  veracity 
IS  as  good  as  any  man  in  Sangamon  or  Menard  county.  Harnett  and 
Mostiller  are  both  Methodists,  differing  politically.  Graham  and 
Cogdal  are  both  Universalists,  and  agree  politically.  Mr.  Herndon 
in  his  letter  says  the  manuscript  was  burned  by  Sam  Hill.  Mr.  Graham 
explains  it  was  a  letter  in  regard  to  a  lady, 

MISS  ANN  RUTLEDGE, 

that  Hill  burned.  It  seems  to  me  Mr.  Herndon  has  got  the  manuscript 
and  letter  confounded,  and  shot  off  hand  without  taking  aim  at  the 
right  object.  My  friend  Herndon,  at  the  close  of  his  lecture,  derives 
consolation  from  the  fact  that  a  true  history  can  be  written  free  from 
the  fear  of  fire  and  stake.  Friend  Herndon,  if  your  life  is  certainly 
not  in  danger  some  true  spirit  will 

DRAG  THE  TRUTH 

out  to  the  light  of  day. 

But  hear  the  closing  words  of  Herndon 's  lecture:  ''Now  let  it 
he  written  in  history  and  on  Mr.  Lincoln's  tomb  he  died  an  un- 
believer." Mr.  Herndon  is  in  a  hurry  about  it.  Be  patient,  \Villiam; 
wait  for  the  unfolding  of  events.  The  decree  has  long  since  gone  out .; 
those  words  will  never  be  inscribed  on 

Lincoln's  tomb, 

nor  written  in  history.  When  my  friend,  W.  H.  Herndon,  dies,  if 
he  wishes  a  monument  on  a  small  scale  placed  over  his  grave,  with 
the  inscription,  "Here  lies  W.  H.  Herndon,  a  man  who  in  life  held 
that  the  New  Testament  Scriptures  were  no  more  inspired  than 
Homer's  songs,  Milton's  Paradise  Lost,  or  Shakspeare,"  or  if  he  de- 
sires it,  add  " Munschausen 's  Travels,"  I  will  not,  for  one,  object  to 
the  inscription.     As  regards  Mr.  Herndon 's  own  belief,  he  leaves  no 

room  for  doubt. 

B.  F.  Irwin. 
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